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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3,7,10,14 and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Marks (US 4,758,192). 

Marks teaches an interface plate (29) having a lower face configured to be 
secured to the upper face (1 3) of a ski (1 1 ) and to receive a toe piece (1 7) of a safety 
binding, see Figure 3, wherein the interface plate (29) includes: 

a first longitudinal recess (37) forming a slideway, the toe pieces (17) including a 
lower part having a first projecting part (49 or 51) having an inverted T -profile, wherein 
the slideway (37) is configured to engage the first projecting part (49 or 51 ), to allow the 
first projecting part (49,51 ) to slide inside the slideway (37) and to releasably retain the 
toe piece (17) in the slideway (37 or 39); 

wherein the slideway (37), has a flat bottom (silent) and two lateral zones (silent) 
see Figure 3; 

With regards to the limitation of claim 1 , "...to allow the binding to be adjusted to 
a length of a boot", since the toe piece is slidably received in the slideway, the slideway 
therefore will generally allow the toe piece to be adjusted to the length of a boot, since 
the applicant has not claimed the slideway being selectively adjustable for receiving the 
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toe piece and it has been held that the recitation than an element is capable of or allows 
the performing of a function is not a positive limitation but only requires the ability to so 
perform. It does not constitute a limitation in any patentable sense. In re Hutchison, 69 
USPQ 138. 

With regards to a second projecting part and heel piece, Marks also teaches that 
the slideway configuration could be applied to other portions of the binding such as the 
rear or heel member (19 or 20), shown to be separated by several millimeters, see 
Column 2, lines 16-21 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the ski having the interface plate and 
slideway for receiving a toe portion, to further include a similar slideway receiving the 
heel portion, as discussed by Mark, in order to provide and additional quick release 
means for releasing the user's foot from the binding and providing easy means for 
attaching the user's foot from the ski, since it has been held that the duplication of the 
essential working parts of a device involves routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper co v. 
Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. 

With regards to claims 7 and 10, the Marks reference shows an interface plate 
(29) for receiving a toe piece (17) and a heel piece (20) mountable several millimeters 
from the toe piece (17) on a separate interface plate. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the separate toe 
piece, heel piece interface plates to be a single interface plate, in order to decrease the 
parts needed to minimize manufacturing costs, since it has been held that the term 
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"integral" is sufficiently broad to embrace constructions united by such means as 
fastening and welding. In re Hotte, 177 USPQ 326,328 (CCPA 1973). 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Marks 
(US 4,758,192) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Bundschuh et al (US 
4,279,048). 

Marks teaches all aspects of the claimed invention as discussed above for claim 
1, except a interface plate zones forming a lip. 

Bundschuh et al teaches a retaining means (10) for a ski, including lateral zones 
(17,18) having a lip (19) for retaining a heel piece. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the interface plate 
having lateral zones as taught by Narks, to include lateral zones having lips, in order to 
further more securely retain the toe or heel piece as taught by Bundschuh et al, in order 
to provide a safe and secure connection of the binding elements to enhance the safety 
to the user and minimize the likelihood of injury. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 25-31 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The prior art 
of record does not disclose an interface plate configured to be secured to the upper face 
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of a ski to receive a toe piece and a heel piece of a safety binding, wherein the interface 
includes a first projecting part and the second projecting part as disclosed by the 
applicant, specifically including a recess having a means for longitudinally adjusting the 
toe piece and the heel piece from a first position to a second position to adjust the 
binding of the boot. The prior art does not disclose a "selectively" adjustable binding 
interface plate configuration for accommodating boots of different sizes. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Claims 5-6,8-9,1 1,13 and 23-24 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: With regards to claim 5, the prior art does not disclose an interface plate for a 
ski including a rack that interacts with the means for longitudinally adjusting the toe 
piece and heel piece of the binding. 

With regards to claim 1 1 , the prior art does not show or provide motivation for 
modifying the Marks reference to include a connecting portion for joining the individual 
toe piece and heel piece interface plates. 
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With regards to claim 13, the prior art does not provide a means for moving the 
toe piece and the heelpiece simultaneously in an opposite direction relative to each 
other when adjusting the length of the boot. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Bundschuh et al teaches a heel assembly selectively adjustable 
on a ski. Plunkett teaches a ski binding adjusting to accommodate a different sized 
boot. Johnson teaches a ski binding having a moveable toe and heel piece. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kelly E Campbell whose telephone number is (703) 605- 
4264. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:30 Monday-Friday. If attempts 
to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Brian 
Johnson can be reached on (703) 308-0885. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




